
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
  

 
 

December 17, 2018 
 
 
 
Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W., Room TW-B204 
Washington, D.C.  20554 
 
    Re:  WT Docket No. 10-90 

WT Docket No. 10-208 
    
Dear Ms. Dortch: 
 
 On December 13, 2018, undersigned counsel and Kevin Frawley, the chairman of the 
board of Smith Bagley, Inc. (“SBI”), met with Jamie Susskind in Commissioner Carr’s office. 
 
 We discussed the need to improve the Commission’s Tribal Mobility Fund Phase II 
mapping resources, following up on SBI’s recent request for informal action, filed October 18, 
20181 and our meetings with other Commission offices on October 23.  We provided examples 
of inaccessible roads the company has encountered in its drive testing, along with a sample of 
drive testing conducted by CostQuest Associates in accordance with the challenge process 
procedures, illustrating the difficulties in lodging valid challenges in remote Tribal lands and 
nearby areas.  SBI noted that it spent over one quarter of a million dollars on drive testing, but 
has only covered a small fraction of the thousands of individual one square kilometer grid cells 
that it believes should be tested.   
 
 We also discussed the need to weight the upcoming Tribal Mobility Fund Phase II 
auction to minimize the possibility that the most remote and difficult to serve Tribal lands are 
not foreclosed from receiving support.  SBI left behind its ex parte presentation of June 14, 
2018.2 
  

                                                      
1 https://ecfsapi.fcc.gov/file/1018036224485/2018%201018%20SBI%20Request%20for%20FCC%20Action%20FINAL.pdf. 
2 https://ecfsapi.fcc.gov/file/10615906504538/2018%200614%20SBI%20ex%20parte%20letter%20FINAL.pdf.  

https://ecfsapi.fcc.gov/file/1018036224485/2018%201018%20SBI%20Request%20for%20FCC%20Action%20FINAL.pdf
https://ecfsapi.fcc.gov/file/10615906504538/2018%200614%20SBI%20ex%20parte%20letter%20FINAL.pdf
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We have enclosed copies of the materials shared at the meetings. 
  

Should you have any questions, please contact undersigned counsel directly. 
 

     Sincerely, 

           
David A. LaFuria 
Counsel for Smith Bagley, Inc. 
 

Enclosures 
 
 
cc: Jamie Susskind 

Kevin Frawley 
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June 14, 2018

Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 t2lh Street, S.W., Room TW-8204
Washington, D.C. 20554

Re WT Docket No. 10-90

WT Docket No. 10-208

Dear Ms. Dortch

On June 12,2OI8, undersigned counseland Kevin Frawley, the chairman of the board of
Smith Bagley, lnc. ("SBl"), met with MichaelJanson, Matthew Duchesne, Margaret Wiener,
Martha Stancill, Gary Michaels, Janet Sievert, Sayuri Rajapakse, Valerie Barrish, and Nathan
Egan. ln separate meetings, we met with Travis Litman, Jay Schwarz, Rachael Bender, and
Jamie Susskind.

ln each meeting, we discussed the upcoming Tribal Mobility Fund Phase ll auction, in
particular the need to weight the auction to minimize the possibility that the most remote and
difficult to serve Tribal lands are not foreclosed at the auction. SBI presented demographic
data from the U.S. Census and the Commission's Connect2Health initiative demonstrating that
the Tribal lands where SBI serves, as well as a number of others in the Lower 48, remain at a
severe disadvantage compared to many other Tribal lands, and the rest of the nation.

SBI introduced several alternatives for consideration that would weight an auction to
provide an advantage to bidders proposing to serve Tribal areas having significant deficits in
telephone penetration, mobile broadband penetration, or population density. Finally, SBI

noted that it would be a significant setback for the Commission's ongoing efforts to promote
telephone and broadband penetration on Tribal lands if the Tribal Mobility Fund ll auction
disbursed all of its funds to areas w¡th better demographics and lower costs to serve, to the
exclusion of the nation's most challenging Tribal lands.
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Enclosures

We have enclosed copies of the materials shared at the meetings.

Should you have any questions, please contact undersigned counsel directly

Sincerely,

Ææ;

David A. LaFuria

Counsel for Smith Bagley, lnc.

cc MichaelJanson
Matthew Duchesne

Margaret Wiener
Martha Stancill
Gary Michaels
Janet Sievert
Sayuri Rajapakse

Valerie Barrish

Nathan Egan

Travis Litman
Jay Schwarz

Rachael Bender
Jamie Susskind

Kevin Frawley
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L¡ncoln County

McCurtain County

Mclntosh County

Mayes County

Osage County

P¡ttsburg County

Pontotoc County

Semìnole County

Sequoyah County

Mifflin County

Warrerr County

PP, 65+

PP, 65+, V

PP, 65+, V

65+, V

ÂEr \/

Ãqr \/

PP, 65+, V

PP, 65+, V

PCPS, PP, 65+, V

PP, 65+, V, Al

PP, AI

65+

PCPS, PP, 65+

PCPS, 65+, V

PCPS, 65+, Al

PP, 65+, V

65+, V

PCPS, PP, 65+, V, Al

65+

65+, V, Al

65+, V

65+, V

PCPS, 65+, V

PCPS, 65+, V

PCPS, 65+, V

65+, V

PP, 65+, Al

65+, V, Al

PCPS, PP, 65+, V, Al

PP, 65+, V, Al

65+, V, Al

65+, V, Al

65+, V, Al

65+, V, Al

65+, V, Al

PP, 65+, V, Al

65+, V, Al

65+, V, Al

PCPS, 65+, V, Al

65+, V, AI

65+, V, Al

65+, V, Al

65+, V, Al

Â<a \/

Aqr \/

62.2%

0e)
3e>
35e
36 I
36 1
4-7 ,|

10e
27 I
20e)
39 I
31
34ù
1.6 ù
39 .t

72 1
42 .t

43J
3s .t
4rI
45ù
46 .1,

24 1
39 I
0et
43e)
42+
41
42 I
20e
47 I
39 I
48 1

26 I
26 .t

31. .t
11
t1" .1,

33 1

19 .t
36 .l,

48 <+

17 I
L8 .t

41 I
36 .t

60-8oo/o

20-40%

20-40%

20-40%

40-6o0/o

4O-600/o

40-6o0/o

40-60o/o

40-60o/o

40 60%

40-600/0

40-600/o

40-6j0/o

40-60%

40-60%

40-60%

40-60%

4O-600/o

40-60%

40-60%

60-80%

40-6j0/o

4O-6oo/o

40-60%

40-60%

40-60%

60-80%

20-4O/o

40-60%

40-60%

4O-6oo/o

60-80%

60-80%

40-60%

40-60%

40-60o/o

40-600/o

40-6jo/0

40'600/o

4A-60%

40-60%

40-60%

40,60%

20-40%

40-60%

40-600/o

48.1/TOOO

81

82

44

71.

81

78

67

11.4

56

56

87

51,

53

46

Êr

78

58

13

69

72

88

64

66

87

68

70

135

88

56

50

89

53

81_

104

55

100

58

/L
ca

60

48

72

69

78

48

$ss,77s

S31,202

S3s,s8e

S35,2 16

534,1s6

53s,s09

538,tt3

S34,e3s

S37,986

S32,634

S3s,s80

s29,040

Sss,Eoz

$31,967

S4o,so4

S3s,o60

S36,543

S3e,oe6

S33,301

540,660

s36,103

54L,643

538,738

538,47s

541,7s4

544,738

S39,8s 1

s31.,s72

s40,87s

S43,s4B

S4o,6oo

s47,395

S38,840

s46,13e

S38,261

546,976

537,723

53s,775

546,373

5¿o,oss

543,2s7

544,798

s39,102

S36,718

542,296

545,362

1q ¿?)

19,88s

78,544

17,987

41,579

28,295

25,441

25,412

1.8,156

26,186

69,050

25,413

2r,742

22,661

71,71.4

22,I49

26,373

20,436

62,793

1.4,O7 4

35.0L3

30,320

22,741.

12,904

36,I92

28,670

21,658

44,606

24,977

46,955

69,352

40,738

25,783

49,1"55

33,088

30,538

18,540

47,304

45,O24

44,318

38,136

24,064

42,O20

46,822

40,12I

9.7o/o

17

16

15

L4

12

L4

13

14

11

1.3

T4

15

14

13

IJ

16

13

1f)

14

15

15

15

17

15

1^3

14

74

Li.

13

15

15

14

13

74

1"4

14

1.4

14

L2

13

L2

1-4

1-4

13

13

21 .4%

38

38

36

3t

35

aa

33

34

31

31

35

35

36

36

36

38

31

39

37

33

34

32

34

)1

36

36

39

33

37

36

37

33

34

39

39

35

38

35

35

2?

36

36

33

32

34

tMore Data Key

PCPS . Primary Care Physician Shortage Area per HRSA thresholds 65+ ' Percentage of population 65 years of age or older exceeds national average

Al.PercentageofAmericanlndians/AlaskaNat¡ves¡ncountyexçeedsnationalaverage V. Pe¡centâgeofveteransincountyexceedsnationa¡average

PP . Census Bureêu-designation as Persistent Poverty countv ü f ê . Broadband access increased, decreased, unchanged year on year

broadbanddãtaforfixedresidentialconnectionsasofDecember20l5. Visitwww.fcc.gov/healthformethodologyandforthePilority20LTtist
which looks at broadband health priorities across all U.S. counties (both rural and non-rural).
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Rural Broadband Access

{2sl3 mbps)
loternet Adoption

(>= 200 kbps)

Median

lncome
More Dåtãt

County

Pop.

Preventable

Hospitalizations
ObesityD¡abetesCounty

Nâtional

South Carolina

South Carolina

South Carolina

South Carolina

South Carolìna

South Carolina

South Carolina

South Carolina

South Carolina

South Carolin¿

Tennessee

Tennessee

Tennessee

Tennessee

Tennessee

Tennessee

Tennessee

Tennessee

Ten nessee

Tennessee

Tennessee

ïennessee

Tennessee

Texas

Texas

Texas

Texas

Virginia

Virginia

Virg¡nia

Vìrginia

West Virginia

West Virginia

West Virginia

West Vìrginia

West Virginia

West Virginia

West Virginia

West Virginia

West Virginia

West Vìrginra

Chester County

Chesterfield County

Edgefield County

Fairfield County

Hêmpton County

Marlboro County

Newberry County

Orangeburg Coun

Saluda County

Williamsburg County

Cocke County

Giles County

Hardeman County

Hawkins County

Humphreys County

Jefferson County

Lauderdale County

Lawrence County

Llncoln County

McNairy CountV

Monroe County

Rheâ County

Wayne County

Anderson County

Cherokee County

Rusk County

Shelby County

Buckingham County

Dinwiddie County

Halifax County

Mecklenburg County

Barbour County

Braxton County

Greenbrier County

Hampshire County

Jackson County

Logan County

Mason County

Mineral County

Mingo County

Nicholas County

65+, V

65+, V

PCPS, 65+, V

65+, V

PP, 65+, V

PP,65+, Al

65+, V

PP, 65+, V

PCPS, 65+, V, AI

PCPS, PP, 65+, V

PP, 65+, V, AI

65+, V

PCPS, 65+, V

65+, V

65+, V

65+, V

PCPS

65+, Al

65+, V, Al

65+, V

PCPS, 65+, V, AI

65+, V

65+, V

65+, Al

PCPS, 65+, V

PCPS, 65+

65+, V

PCPS, 65+, V

65+, V

65+, V

65+

PP, 65+, V

65+, V

PCPS, 65+, V

65+, V

65+

65+, V

PCPS, 65+, V

PP, 65+

65+, V
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60-80%

40-60%

40-60%

40-60%

40-61o/o

4O-600/o

40-60%

40-60%

40-60%

40-60%

4O-6jo/o

4O-60ø/o

40-6oo/o

40-60%

4O-600/o

4O-600/o

40-60%

40-600/o

40-60%

40-60%

40-60%

4O-60o/o

40-600/o

40-60%

60-80%

40-60%

40-600/0

4O-610/o

40,60%

40-60%

40-600/o

40-60%

40-60%

40-60%

4O-6j0/o

40-60%

60-80%

60-80%

40-60%

60-80%

60-80%

6O-8jo/o

48.1/1OO0

59

69

51

42

65

62

31

35

49

64

1õ

63

56

64

98

59

72

75

59

65

61

79

109

64

83

78

1a

42

E?

43

55

69

74

64

75

t28

75

63

169

58

555,775

S3s,oo6

$36,s20

S46,430

536,622

53O,772

532,485

S41,120

$37,6s1

S41,40s

528,943

S3 1,3ss

$42,2o7

53i,729

538,708

543,657

542,66e

534,715

540,076

543,694

531,337

537,867

S39,863

534,89s

543,062

541,3s5

549,347

s41,s1e

543,774

552,694

540,432

S33,6so

S37,330

S35,Be2

S38,209

54O,293

544,675

S3s,61s

S3s,7r7

S43,1ss

531.,i42

$38,e12

31,098

44,1.52

26,148

22,456

19,638

27,306

36,451

9,449
r8,522

31,565

35,120

27,13.6

25,484

57,67r

1-7,83L

54,372

21 ,361"

40,698

33,647

25,519

46,590

32,678

15,816

57,655

49,457

53,094

24,534

t6,7L0

28,265

33,304

30,195

16,736

1"4,125

35,044

2s,081

)q ¿.LL

36,816

21,325

21,88r

26,71,6

26,626

9.7%

1.4

15

74

L9

15

15

1b

15

1?

L8

1b

14

15

t4

L4

1"2

15

14

I4

17

15

T4

L7

17

T2

t1.

3"2

L4

L1

tb

I4

15

16

L4

1.3

f5

18

13

L4

4a

L6

21 .4%

36

35

33

4L

42

39

36

42

36

43

34

32

38

33

36

34

38

34

JZ

39

36

30

33

32

30

31

31

34

??

3t

31

38

aa

34

34

32

4t

36

35

40

38

*More Data

PCPS . Primary C¿re Physícian Shortage Area per HRSA thresholds 65+ . Percentage of populatìon 65 years of age or older exceeds natìonãl average

Al. PercentageofAmericanlndians/AlaskaNativesìncountyexceedsnational¿verãge V. Percentageofveteransincountyexceedsnationalaverage

PP . Census Bureaü-designation as Pers¡stent Poverty County .t 1 ê) . Eroadband access increased, decreased, unchanged year on year

broadband data for f¡xed residentia¡ connections as of December 2015. Vis¡t www.fcc.gov/health for methodology and for the Prio(¡ty 2O17 list
which looks at broadband health priorities across all U.S. counties {both rural and non-rural).
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HOUSING OCCUPANCY

Total housing units

Occupied housing units

Vacant housing units

Homeowner vacancy rate

Rental vacancy rate

UNITS IN STRUCTURE

Total housing units

1-unit, detached

1-unit, attached

2 units

3 or 4 units

5 to 9 units

10 to 19 units

20 or more units

Mobile home

Boat, RV, van, etc.

0.0

7.9

+l-0.1

+l-1 .9

SELECTED HOUSING CHARACTERISTICS

2016 American Community Survey 1-Year Estimates

Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical tesiing can be found on the American Community Survey
website in the Data and Documentation section.

Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community
Survey website in the Methodology section.

Tell us what you think. Provide feedback to help make American Community Survey data more useful for you.

Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population
Estimates Program that produces and disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and
estimates of housing units for states and counties.

Subject Navajo Nation Reservation and Off-Reservation Trust Land, AZ-NM-
UT

Estimate Margin of Error Percent

66,933

46,340

20,593

66,933

48,886

1,322

1,129

1,082

tJz

62

144

13,372

204

66,933

482

1,281

9,111

14,999

15,604

14,187

6,627

2,704

676

1,262

+l-2,255

+l-2,039

+/-919

66,933

69.2%

30.8%

66,933

73.0%

2.0To

1.7%

1.6%

1j%
0.1%

0.2%

20.0o/o

0.3%

(x)
+l-1 .3

+l-1.3

(x)
(x)

(x)
+l-1.2

+l-0.4

+/-0.5

+l-0.4

+10.5

+l-0.1

+l-0.2

+t-1.2

+l-0.2

(x)
+l-0.2

+l-0.4

+l-1.0

+/-1.3

+l-1 .3

+l-j.3 ,t

+l-0.7

+l-0.7

+l-0.3

+i-0.5

(x)
(x)

YEAR STRUCTURE BUILT

Total housing units

Built 2014 or later

Built 2010 to 2013

Built 2000 to 2009

Built 1990 to 1 999

Built 1980 to 1989

Built 1 970 to '1979

Built 1960 to 1969

Built 1950 to 1959

Built 1940 to '1949

Built 1939 or earlier

+l-2,255

+l-1 ,915
+l-289

+/-313

+l-248

+l-311

+/-85

+l-116

+/-83B

+/-1 30

+l-2,255 ,

+È1 39

+l-247

+l-790

+11,038

+ÊBB0

+l-1,064

+l-514

+l-463

+l-171

+l-327

66,933

0.7%

1.9%

13.6%

22.4%

23.3%

2',t.2%

9.9%

4.O%

1.0%

1.9%

1 of 5 06/06/201 I
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4 rooms

Estimate Margin of Error Percent Percent Margin of
Error

ROOMS

Total housing units 66,933 I
+l-2,255 66,933 (x)

1 room 12,438 +l-793 18.6% +l-1.1

2 rooms 4,988 +l-447 
1

7.50/o +À0.6

3 rooms 5,644 +/-548 8.4o/o +l-0.8

ßja2 | +l-1 ,Q75 i 22.6% +l-1.3

18,533 +l-1,197 27.7o/o +l-1.65 rooms

6 rooms 7,084 +l-792 10.60/o +/-1.0

7 rooms 2,338 +1427 3.5% +È0.6
I rooms +/-180 

i677 i 1.Oo/o +/-0.3

9 rooms or more 129 +/-83 0.ZYo +l-0.1

4.2 +/-0.1 
i (x) (x)Median rooms

3EDROOMS

Total housing units 66,933 +l-2,255 66,933 (x)
No bedroom 12,757 +/-815 19.'lVo

1 bedroom 7,592 +l-548 11.3o/o

2 bedrooms 16,998 +l-1,121 
', 25.4o/o

3 bedrooms 22,285 +l-1,419 33.3% +Ê1.6

4 bedrooms 6,172 +l-674 9.2P/o +/-0.9

1j29 +r274 1.7Yo +Ì-0.45 or more bedrooms

HOUSING TENURE

Occupied housing units 46,340 +/-2,039 i 46,340 (x)
Owner-occupied 34,493 +l-1,554 74.4o/o +l-1.4

Renter-occupied 11,847 +i-916 25.60/o +l-1.4

Average household size of owner-occupied unit 3.75 +l-0.14 (x) (x)
Average household sÞe of renter-occupied unit 3.79 +l-0.26 ü) (x)

ÍEAR HOUSEHOLDER MOVED INTO UNIT

Occupied housing units 46,340 +l-2,039 46,340 (x)
Moved in 20'15 or later +/-604 7,30/o +b1.2
Moved in 2010to2O14

3,390

7,2:20 +l-768 +l-1.5

Moved in 2000 to 2009 't1,795 +/-1,013

15.6%

25.50/o +l-1.8
Moved in 1990 to 1999 10,552 +l-769 +l-1.4

Moved in 1980 to 1989 7,006 +l-629 15,1o/o

22.ïVo

+l-1.3
Moved in 1979 and earlier 6,377 +l-726 13.8% +l-1.4

/EHICLES AVAILABLE

Occupied housing units 46,340 +/-2,039 46,340 fi)
No vehicles available 5,962 +/-550 12.9% +l-1.1

I vehicle available 18,460 +/-1,089 39.870 +l-'1.8

2 vehicles available 13,230 +l-1,141 28.50/o +l-2.0

3 or more veh¡cles available 8,688 +l-882 '|8.7o/o +/-1.6

Occupied housing units 46.340 +l-2,039 46,340 (x)
Utility gas 5,288 +l-727 11.44/o +l-1.5
Bottled, tank, or LP gas 4,193 +b644 9.0% +l-1.2

Electr¡clty 5,959 +/-766 12.9olo +/-1.5

Fuel oil, kerosene, etc. 6 +l-11 o.a% +l-0.1

Coal or coke-r 185 +l-97

-

0.4olo +l-o.2

-Solar energy 84 +/-69 O.2o/o +l-0.''l

Other fuel 1,245 +l-314 2.7o/o

No fuel used 363 +/-168 0.8olo

+l-1.1

+/.0.8

+l-1.4

+l-0.7

2 of 5

+l-0.4

06/06/201 I
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401

451 +l-234

284 +l-170

D CHARACTERISTICS

Lacking facilities

ng complete kitchen facilities

PANTS PER ROOM

pied housing units

+l-1.2

+i-0.5

+l-1.1

+l-0.2

STATUS

units

Housing units with a mortgage

to

$1,000 to $1,499

25.0 to 29.9 percent

30.0 to 34.9 percent

(x)

+l-7.9

+l-4.5

+l-5.2

+/-3.8

35.0 percent or more

Estimate

Occupied housing units 46,340

Margin of Error

+l-2,039

Percent

46,340

Margin

(x)
+l-1.3+l-724

+/-591

8,038

5,916

17.3o/o

12.8%

ffi
+l-1.1

@

(x)
1.00 or less

1.01 to 1.50
+/-1.5

+h1.1

+l-1.1

+l-2.3

+l-2.O

(x)

+l-1.2

+l-0.7

Owner-occupied units

lesJinan $so,ooo 
-

1.51 or more

$50,000 to $99,999

to

to

$100,000 to $149,999

$150,000 to $199,999

$300,000 to $499,999

$1,000,000 or more

VALUE

34,493

11,852

926

4,355

+l-1,554

+/-816

+/-1 80

+1454

46,340

38,059

+l-2,039

+l-554

+l-1,862

+l-534

46,340

9.4o/o

82.1o/o

8.5olo

34,493

14,751 +1-989 I 42.8o/o

6.0%

344%

3.0o/o

10.3o/o

1,025

109

829

0.9%

0.3%

2.4o/o+l-372

+l-62

+b477

+l-262

__4qq
301

Median (dollars) 57,300 (x)+l-2,222

h¡¡no¡-n¡¡, ¡n 34,493 +l-1 ,554 34,493

4,333 +l-650 12.60/o +l-1.8

+l-1.8

(x)

(x)

+l-5.7

+l-7.0

+l-4.6

+/-3.6

+Ä3.5

Housing units without a mortgage 160 +l-1,490 87.4%

Less than $500

Less than $250

4,333

732

2,463

to ,999

782

605

't2

234

0

287

units a mortgage

to ,999

$3,000 or more

LECTED MONTHLY OWNER COSTS (SMOC)

+1650

+l-46

+l-244

+l-19

+1410

+l-362

+l-213

+/-193

+/-158

Median (dollars)

Housing units without a mortgage 30,160

22,171

+Ë1,490

+l-1,258
30,160

73.5o/o

4,333

14.0o/o

16.9%

56.8olo

5.4o/o

0.0%

6.6%

0.3%

$2,000 to $2,499

(x)

+l-7.8

+l-0.4

+l-2.0

5,050 +l-567 t, 16.7% +/-1.8$250 to $399

$400 to $599 2,201 +/-385 73% +l-1.2

$600 to $799 590 +l-22O 2.A% +l-O.7

$800 to $999 148 +l-124 0.50Â +l-0.4

$1,000 or more ol +/-193 a.0% +/-0.5

Median (dollars) 178 (x)+l-6 (x)

SELECTED MONTHLY OWNER COSTS AS A
]ERCENTAGE OF HOUSEHOLD INCOME (SMOCAPI)

Housing units with a mortgage (excluding units where
ìMOCAPI c¡nnot he comnuteriì

4,272

49.7o/oLess than 20.0 percent

to 24.9 percent

+/-6554,272 1

2,124 +/-389

+/-1 86 9.4o/o

10.60/0

6.6olo

3 of 5

'1,012 +l-409 23.7olo +l-
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öuþJect

Not computed

Housing unit without a mortgage (excluding units
where SMOCAPI cannot be computed)

Less than 10.0 percent

10.0 to 14.9 percent

15.0 to 19.9 percent

20.0 to 24.9 percent

25.0 to 29.9 percent

30.0 to 34.9 percent

35.0 percent or more

Not computed

GROSS RENT

Occupied units paying rent

' Less than $500

$500 to $999

$1,000 to $1,499

$1,500 to $1,999

$2,000 to $2,499

$2,500 to $2,999

$3,000 or more

Median (dollars)

No rent paid

GROSS RENT AS A PERCENTAGE OF HOUSEHOLD
rNcoME (GRAPT)

Occupied units paying rent (exclud¡ng units where
GRAPI cannot be computed)

Less than 1 5.0 percent

15.0 to 19.9 percent

20.0 to 24.9 percent

25.0 lo 29.g percent

30.0 to 34.9 percent

35.0 percent or more

Not computed

rlcvcrg lìétlgl¡ ñgsglvdtlulr d¡rq vll.ñgÞÉlYcltg! t¡qtt Ldtrq, ru--t!llt-.

Estimate Margin of ,..oTt Percent Percent Margin ot '

Error

27.713

+l-46

+l-1 ,434

+l-434

61

+l-1,163

+l-466

+l-337

+l-263

+l-192

+l-179

+l-378

59.7%

14.0%

7.0%

4.8%

3.1%

2.8%

8.6%

(x)

8,593

47.9%

43.4%

8.5% ,

0.2%

0.0% ,

0.0%

0.0%

(x)

8,296

46.1%
g.1%

8.8%

7.60/0

7.1%

21.2%

(x)

+Ë1.3

(x)

(x)
+/-5.6

+15.3

+l-3.7

+Ä0.3

+/-1.8

+l-1.8

+/-1.8

(x)

(x)

(x)

+l-5.2

+l-2.9

+l-2.5

+l-2.8

+l-2.8

+l-4.5

27

16,551

3,883
'1,933

'1,336

855

765

2,390

3,827

758

733

633

590

1,755

2,447

8,593

4,117

3,728

734

14

0

0

0

515

3,254

8,296

+l-826

+i-601

+/-583

+/-335

+L22

+l-193

+/-'193

+/-1 93
+l-41

+l-423

+l-793

+Ê558

+l-256

+l-223

+l-232

+l-231

+l-438

3,551 +/-490 (x)

Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is
represented through the use of a margin of error. The value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted
roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error and the estimate plus the margin of
enor (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. ln addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to
nonsampling error (for a discussion of nonsampl¡ng variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represenied in these
tables.

Households not paying cash rent are excluded from the calculation of median gross rent.

Telephone service data are not available for certain geographic areas due to problems with data collection of this question that occurred in 2015 and
2016. Both ACS 1-year and ACS S-year files were affected. lt may take several years in the ACS S-year files until the estimates are available for the
geographic areas affected.

While the 2016 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect ihe February 2013 Office of Management and Budget (OMB) definitions of
metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas; in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the principal cities shown in ACS tables may
differ from the OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.

Estimates of urban and rural population, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census 2010 data. As
a result, data for urban and rural areas from the ACS do not necessarily reflect the results of ongoing urbanization.
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Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2016 Amer¡can Community Survey t-Year Estimates

Explanation of Symbols

1. An '**' entry in the margin of error column indicates that e¡ther no sample observat¡ons or too few sample observations were available to
compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A statistical test is not appropriaie.

2. An'-' entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute an
estimate, or a ratio of medians cannot be calculated because one or both of the median estimates falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an
open-ended distribution.

3. An '-'following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.
4. An '+'following a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an open-ended distribution.
5. An '***' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval or upper ¡nterval of an open-ended distribution. A

statistical test is not appropriate.
6. An '*****' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the estimate is controlled. A statistical test for sampling variability is not appropriate.
7. An 'N' entry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of

sample cases is ioo small.
8. An '(X)' means that the estimate is not applicable or not available.



Examples of How to Weight an Auction

Tribal Mobility tund Phase ll
Weíghts Based on Telephone

Penetration Rates

Lacking Telephone
Service

Weight

Below 6% 40

6.L-TOo/o 10

Above 10% 0

Tribal Mobility Fund Phase ll
Weights Based on Mobile Broadband

Penetration at 10/1

Lacking Mobile
Broadband atll/1

Weight

Below 20% 40

2t-4Oo/o 10

Above 40% 0

TribalMobility Fund Phase l1

Weights Based on Population Density

Eligible Area
Pop. per Sq. Mile

Weight

Above 80 40

40-79 30

20-39 20

Below 20 0



Selected Tribal Lands - Percentage Without Telephone Service

Source: American FactFinder: Selected Housing Characteristics.
2O12-2OL6 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates
https://factfinder.census.eov/faces/tableservices/isf/pases/productview.xhtml?oid=AcS 15 5YR DP04&

prodTvpe=table

The auction should be weighted so that funds flow to areas that need them most.

Tribal Land
Percentage With No
Telephone Service

Tribal Land
Percentage With No
Telephone Service

Acoma, NM 4.Oo/" Miami, OK 5s%
Blackfeet, MT L4.2% Mississippi Choctaw

Reservation, MS
6.2%

Caddo, OK 7.7o/o Modoc, OK 3.O%

Celilo Villase, OR 72.5% Otoe-Missouria, OK 2.5o/o

Chickasaw OK 2.60/o Ottawa, OK 4.0%
Choctaw, OK 4.6% Paiute, UT s.4%
Citizen Potawatomi Nation-
Absentee Shawnee, OK

1.9% Pawnee, OK 3.7%

Colville Reservation, WA 2.6% Peoria, OK 3.2o/o

Cherokee, OK 2.6% Pine Ridee, SD-NE 1J.O%

Cheyenne, OK 2.OoÁ Ponca, OK 5.0%
Creek, OK 2.8o/o Quapaw, OK 2.60/o

Eastern Cherokee, NC 6.7% Sac and Fox, OK 3.O%

Eastern Shawnee, OK 6.4% Seminole, OK 33%
Fort Peck lndian
Reservation, MT

12.2% Seneca-Cayuga, OK 3.8%

lowa, OK 4.t% Standins Rock, ND-SD 4.2o/"

Karuk, CA. 2.1% Tonkawa, OK t.5%
Kaw, OK 4.3o/o Wyandotte, OK 2.9o/o

Kickapoo, OK 3.5o/o Yurok, WA 'J.5.50/o

Kiowa-Coma nche-Apache-
Fort Sill Apache, OK

3.00/6 Navajo Nation 13s%


